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ME.    WAENEE'S    ADDEESS. 

Mr.  Chairman :  I  should  not  at  this  hour  trespass  upon  the  cour- 
tesy of  an  audience  already  so  instructed  and  entertained,  except 
that,  on  behalf  of  the  organization  which  I  represent,  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  on  my  own  behalf,  I  wish  to  record  its  and  my  uncompromising 
dissent  from  much  that  has  been  said  here  to-night. 

You  are  mistaken,  sir,  in  the  attitude  of  the  Free  Trade  League. 
It  has  not  worked  and  is  not  working  for  "  tariff  reform."  It  is 
working  for  Free  Trade.  You  are  mistaken,  sir,  as  to  my  attitude.  I 
believe  that  nothing  that  I  have  ever  said,  nor  inference  or  omission 
from  what  I  have  said,  has  for  a  moment  left  me  capable  of  being 
misunderstood  as  an  advocate  of  mere  tariff  reform,  instead  of 
standing  for  Free  Trade. 

With  us,  sir,  of  the  League,  we  believe  in  free  trade;  absolute, 
sir — no  tariff,  even  for  revenue.  We  believe  that  as  compared  with 
free  trade,  even  free  speech  is  shadowy.  Because,  sir,  so  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  read  history,  there  have  never  been  tyrants  who 
were  not  fools,  who  were  not  entirely  willing  that  you  should  have 
all  the  freedom  you  want  so  long  as  you  are  willing  to  take  it  out  in 
talk.  Our  experience,  on  the  other  hand,  has  shown  us  that  the  very 
moment  you  resent  the  interference  of  government  favorites  with 
your  business,  then  you  are  face  to  face  in  deadly  combat  with  the 
meanest  graft  in  existence — the  tariff  graft  that  curses  us  to-day. 

Do  not  understand  me  that  we  do  not  appreciate  that  among 
protectionists  to-day,  just  as  among  brigands  in  other  countries 
in  other  times,  there  are  comparatively  high-minded  men.  But  we 
believe  that  tariff  robbery,  as  well  as  other  brigandage,  should  be 
rooted  out.  We  believe  that  if  honest  men  would  stand  together 
and  insist  on  not  being  imposed  upon  by  others,  those  who  were 
worth  saving  amongst  protectionists  would  see  the  error  of  their 
ways  and  come  to  us;  and  we  are  glad  to  feel  that  as  far  as  that  is 
not  so — if  we  could  strip  the  remainder  of  their  chance  to  prey  upon 
us,  round  them  up  together  and  cast  them  out — that  the  world  would 
be  better,  brighter  and  cleaner  for  it. 

It  is  more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger,  sir,  that  we  hear  some  of 
our  friends  say,  "  Why  not  have  a  revenue  tariff  ?"  What  is  a  revenue 
tariff?  As  has  been  explained  here  to-night,  it  is  a  scheme  by  which 
the  government  goes  into  such  partnership  with  tariff  thieves  that  it 
gets  a  part  of  the  plunder. 

About  the  first  question,  perhaps,  that  might  be  asked  is  what 
to  call  our  friends,  in  Congress  or  out  of  it,  who  imagine  that  they 
are  intelligent  enough,  who  assume  that  they  have  integrity  enough, 
to  go  into  that  business  with  that  kind  of  allies  and  not  come  out 
worsted.  For  our  experience  has  been,  as  they  will  admit, 
that  we  have  never  had  a  revenue  tariff,  so  called,  but  what  turned 
out  in  the  end  to  have  been*  concocted  by  men,  however  innocent 


they  were,  who  were  used  as  catspaws  for  those  who  wished  to  prey 
upon  the  American  people.  And  in  the  end  their  work  has  each  time 
left  the  government  swindled,  and  the  protectionists  who  procured 
their  aid  the  gainers  at  the  expense  of  their  fellow-citizens. 

Compared  with  framing  a  strictly  protective  tariff,  the  job  of 
adjusting  a  revenue  tariff — a  tariff  with  "  incidental  protection" — is 
one  that  angels  ought  not  to  attempt  and  other  people  ought  to  shun. 
It  involves  the  same  reliance  upon  the  statements  of  gentlemen 
whose  interest  it  is  to  deceive  in  order  that  they  may  thrive  at  other's 
expense,  and  whose  willingness  thus  to  thrive  insures  that  they  will 
stickle  at  no  means  to  do  so.  It  involves  the  same  inducements  to 
falsification,  the  same  opportunities  for  bribery,  the  same  exploitation 
of  corruption  and  the  same  result  against  the  American  people  as 
does  a  protective  tariff — every  time.  In  other  words,  it  involves  the 
same  moral  infection  which  has  been  properly  stated  here  to-night 
to  be  the  chief  curse  of  the  tariff. 

That  we  have  lost  a  large  part  of  the  prosperity  that  should 
have  gone  to  our  people ;  that  the  great  mass  of  our  people  are  to-day 
poorer  in  order  to  enrich  those  who,  not  by  their  deserts,  but  by 
their  affrontery,  have  thriven  at  their  expense,  is  but  a  small,  the 
smallest  factor  of  the  damage  that  has  been  done  this  country.  Its 
paramount  curse,  after  all,  is  the  extent  to  which,  by  exploiting  tariff 
taxation,  we  have  built  up  every  sort  of  graft  by  which  to-day  we  are 
cursed. 

The  scandals  of  the  tariff  have  become  such  that,  as  no  one  can 
gainsay,  there  is  no  protectionist,  however  high  his  repute,  who  is 
not  universally  assumed,  and  generally  with  truth,  to  have  either 
procured,  or  connived  at,  or  gladly  and  willingly  to  have  thriven  by 
the  political  corruption  which  has  been  so  eloquently  described  by 
speaker  after  speaker  here  to-night.  There  is  not  a  single  important 
item  of  the  tariff,  as  every  man  here  knows,  that  has  not  been  born  of 
bribery,  begotten  of  perjury. 

There  is  not  any  such  number  of  protected  manufacturers  who 
have  any  conscience  in  this  matter  as  to  make  it  otherwise  than  a 
perfectly  proper  statement  that,  generally  speaking,  however  sincere 
may  be  their  philanthropy  in  otber  directions,  they  falsify  in 
order  to  steal,  and  do  do  it  as  regularly  as  do  their  wives  prevaricate 
in  order  to  smuggle.  It  has  become  "  the  rule  of  the  game,"  into  which 
game  no  one  goes  who  is  not  entirely  aware  of  the  price  that  he  must 
pay  in  the  degradation  of  his  soul  in  order  to  coin  money  at  the 
expense  of  his  fellow-men. 

Even  if  those  objections  did  not  count,  how  can  a  revenue  tariff 
be  defended  as  a  decent,  as  a  proper  method  of  taxation  ?  You  know, 
Mr.  Congressman,  we  all  know,  that  in  order  to  be  a  reliable  support 
for  government,  a  revenue  tariff  must  be  levied  upon  the  necessaries 
of  life — those  things  which  are  used  by  the  mass  of  our  people,  and 
the  use  of  which  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  no  matter  how  hard  times 
are.  Otherwise  the  government  revenue  from  a  revenue  tariff  is 
uncertain  and  shrinking  just  when  most  needed. 

Now,  is  it  decent  to  support  the  government  by  taxing  want,  in- 


stead  of  wealth?  Take  tariff  taxation  under  those  circumstances; 
it  stands  vigilantly  and  pitilessly  by  the  side  of  the  cradle  in  every 
workingman's  home.  As  each  babe  is  added  to  that  family,  it  adds 
to  the  proportion  of  taxes  which  the  father  of  that  babe  has  to  pay. 
At  the  same  time,  it  sleeps  while  bond  is  added  to  bond  in  the  strong 
box  and  acres  are  added  to  acres  outside.  Do  I  understand,  sir,  that 
the  Democratic  party  stands  for  that  system  ?  If  so,  sir,  it  is  time  we 
knew  it. 

Again,  even  as  to  a  revenue  tariff.  What  is  its  effect  upon  labor? 
Take  a  ship  coming  in  and  landing  at  one  of  our  docks,  from  Europe, . 
laden  as  most  of  them  are  with  goods  upon  their  middle  decks  and 
labor  in  the  steerage.  Let  the  workingman  go  down  to  that  dock 
and  attempt  to  buy  any  of  those  goods  and  he  is  met  by  a  government 
officer — paid  by  the  government,  but  in  the  service  of  the  protected 
manufacturer — to  forbid  that  workman  from  purchasing  those  goods, 
or  to  fine  him  if  he  dares  do  it,  to  make  him  pay  a  higher  price  for 
the  necessaries  of  life. 

Now,  let  the  employer  go  down  to  that  very  dock  and  attempt  to 
hire  cheap  labor.  Does  any  custom-house  officer  stop  him  ?  Not  much. 
His  tariff  was  not  made  that  way. 

Talk  about  "American  standards  of  living."  When  you  raise 
prices,  by  that  very  fact  you  make  it  necessary  for  the  workingman, 
having  a  given  amount  of  money  to  live  on,  that  is  to  live  on  a  lower 
standard — every  single  time. 

We  are  having  good  news  from  New  England.  We  have  just  heard 
the  man  who  probably  to-day  has  the  best  right  to  be  considered 
as  representing  New  England's  progressive  policy  and  New  England's 
successful  self-supporting  manufacturers.  He  wants,  as  he  explained 
to  you,  free  raw  materials — in  order  that  American  labor  may  have 
greater  employment — which  means  higher  wages — and  that  our 
markets  may  be  extended — which  means  more  employment  and  higher 
wages  yet. 

We  of  the  American  Trade  League  are  with  the  late  Governor 
of  Massachusetts  and  with  our  manufacturers  of  whatever  party 
in  their  demands  for  free  raw  material  that  New  England  may  prosper 
thereby,  as  he  has  stated.  But  we  are  also,  sir,  with  him  in  that  cause 
which  he  has  not  yet  undertaken  to  lead — although,  I  trust, 
from  what  we  have  heard  to-night,  he  cannot  refuse  his  leadership 
when  the  time  comes — and  that  is  free  trade  in  everything  that  every 
manufacturer  in  New  England  makes;  so  that,  with  their  free  raw 
materials,  with  their  better-employed  labor  and  with  their  wider 
markets,  we  and  the  rest  of  the  country  may  share  the  prosperity. 

Our  League  entirely  concurs  with  him  in  expressing  their  deter- 
mination not  to  be  blackmailed  by  Virginia;  by  Ohio,  by  Pennsyl- 
vania; and  we  of  New  York,  sir,  and  of  the  great  South  and  of  the 
great  West  are  determined  not  to  be  blackmailed  by  the  woolen  manu- 
facturers, or  the  cotton  manufacturers,  or  any  other  manufacturer  of 
New  England. 

The  Parliament  last  elected  in  G-reat  Britain,  I  believe,  sir,  was 
the  first  of  late  years  in  which  protectionism — and  they  call  it  "  tariff 
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reform  "  over  there,  sir — was  an  issue.    They  are  getting  the  first  fruits 
very  promptly. 

Some  ten  days  since  I  saw  this  in  a  press  dispatch : 

"  Void  on  Account  of  Bribery.  Action  on  Election  of 
"  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  for  Worcester.  London, 
"  May  25. — After  a  prolonged  investigation,  the  election  of 
"  G.  H.  Williamson,  Conseravtive  and  Tariff  Eeform  (protec- 
tion, that  means)  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  for 
"  Worcester,  was  this  morning  declared  void  by  the  Election 
."  Court  on  the  ground  of  bribery  by  the  candidate's  sup- 
"  porters." 
The  dispatch  continues: 

"  The  investigation  of  the  Worcester   election   attracted  a 
"great  deal  of  attention  in  Great  Britain  on  account  of  the 
"  prominence  of  Mr.  Williamson,  who  is  a  director  of  a  tin- 
"  plate  manufactory  of  Worcester,  and  who  has  been  twice 
"  mayor  of  that  city  and  twice  sheriff  of  Worcestershire." 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  doubt  if  the  British  Court  of  Elections  knew  of 
the  responsibility  it  was  assuming  in  giving  that  sentence — in  taking, 
as  it  were,  the  protection  or  so-called  "  tariff  reform "  issue  out  of 
politics.     Because  if  it  had  looked  a  little  further  it  would  have 
seen,    and    must    have    appreciated,    that    the    only    way    in    which 
that  issue  can  be  canvassed  for  is  by  bribery;  that  the  first  method 
that  would  occur  to  any  one  who  wanted  legislation  by  which  he 
might  be  made  rich  at  somebody  else's  expense  would  be  to  buy  some- 
body's dirty  vote  in  order  to  do  it ;  and  that  no  voters  of  the  least 
intelligence  could  have  the  slightest  excuse  for  voting  money  out 
of  their  pockets  into  his  pockets  unless  they  were  paid  for  it  before- 
hand.   That  is  the  process  here ;  we  have  seen  it  in  every  election. 

I  would  like  to  know  if  my  friend  (Mr.  Williams)  thinks  that 
the  Democrats  of  this  country  want  to  perpetuate  a  system  of  taxation 
of  the  kind  that  is  involved  in  a  revenue  tariff — taxing  the  poor 
inordinately  as  compared  to  the  rich  for  the  support  of  the  govern- 
ment— or  whether  he  has  not  sufficient  confidence  in  their  intelligence 
to  tell  them  what  he  really  believes — which  I  believe  is  Free  Trade. 

It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  instead  of  being  discouraged  by  the 
outlook,  we  ought  to  be  encouraged  by  it.  Because,  sir,  the.  times 
are  different  to-day  from  what  they  were  thirty  years  ago,  when  a  few 
men  like  Professor  Sumner  were  crying  in  the  wilderness.  At  that 
time  our  people  did  not  understand  the  tariff  question.  It 
was  assumed  that  there  were  two  sides  to  it.  Even  free  traders 
were  not  at  that  time,  I  believe,  so  far  posted  as  not  to  be  sure  but 
that  some  important  items  of  our  tariff  schedule  might  have  been 
put  there  by  some  one  from  patriotic  motives. 

There  is  no  such  delusion  as  that  now  current  in  any  part  of  the 
country  to-day — neither  among  Democrats  nor  Eepublicans.  Not  that 
our  people  have  become  tariff  experts,  but  that  they  have  become 
informed  as  to  one  schedule  and  another  until  they  have  become 
acquainted  also  with  our  American  protectionists.  They  do  not  care 
for  more  information;  they  are  laboring  under  no  delusions;  they 


know  that  every  item  of  our  tariff  has  been  put  there  by  somebody 
who  wanted  to  steal,  through  somebody  whom  he  had  bribed  to  put 
it  there;  and  they  are  ready,  whenever  the  trust  question  and  the 
insurance  question  and  the  railroad  question  shall  be  less  pressing 
upon  their  attention,  to  take  up  this  question.  And  they  will  take  it 
up,  sir,  not  with  the  philosophical  distinctions  of  gentlemen  who 
want  the  government  to  go  into  this  business  with  a  minimum 
tariff  and  a  maximum  tariff,  but  from  the  standpoint  of  men  who 
know  that  they  have  been  robbed  and  who  do  not  propose  to  be  stolen 
from  any  more;  who  want  free  trade  and  such  a  basis  for  taxation 
as  shall  directly  tax  ability  to  support  government,  instead  of  taxing 
wage-earners — not  for  government,  but  for  their  own  well-to-do  neigh- 
bors. They  are  ready  for  that,  sir,  and  whenever  that  issue  comes  we 
shall  conquer;  and  until  we  make  that  issue  we  shall  not  deserve  to 
conquer. 

When  that  fight  comes  we  shall  not  merely  vindicate  Freedom,  the 
grandest  and  most  inspiring  abstraction  that  was  ever  suggested,  but 
we  shall  get  Free  Trade,  which  is  the  most  important  factor  of  free- 
dom in  the  world  as  it  is  growing  commercial  to-day.  And,  what  is 
more,  we  will  vindicate  our  right  to  be  Free  Men,  which  is  the  most 
important  of  all. 

Only  one  word  more,  sir.  The  Chairman  has  called  our  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  meeting  is  held  somewhat  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  congressional  elections  are  upon  us.  I  suppose  most  of  us  here 
are  Democrats.  It  is  always  a  pleasure,  sir,  to  decimate  our  enemies. 
It  is  an  earlier  duty,  sir,  to  keep  our  own  house  clean;  and  if  this 
Club,  if  that  part  of  the  so-called  Democratic  party  that  is  really 
Democratic,  has  the  courage  of  its  convictions,  it  will  see  to  it  that 
if  this  country  is  to  be  disgraced — if  "  protection  "  is  to  have  repre- 
sentatives in  Congress — they  shall  be  Eepublicans  and  not  Democrats. 
Let  no  Democratic  candidate  be  named  who  is  not  pledged  to  Free 
Trade — straight,  uncompromising — for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  people. 
And  if,  by  fair  means  or  foul  means,  a  man  is  put  up  as  a  nominally 
Democratic  candidate  who  is  a  protectionist,  or  who  is  in  favor  of 
a  revenue  tariff,  See  to  it  that  he  is  beaten  and  a  Eepublican  sent 
there  in  his  stead — in  order  that,  as  the  tide  of  public  indignation 
rises  up  behind  the  dam  of  legislative  obstruction,  and  when  that  is 
swept  away  there  shall  be  a  Democratic  party,  deserving  and  having 
the  confidence  of  the  country,  to  which  the  people  can  turn,  sure  that, 
if  it  is  given  charge  of  the  government,  it  will  administer  it  in  the 
interests  of  the  whole  people.  In  short,  let  us  abandon  our  cause 
or  squarely  take  our  stand  upon  it. 


